MOSLEM SCHISMS AND SECTS

this morally responsible man did a wrong thing, he would,
in this case, deserve a double portion of the punishment.
One part for the hateful thing which he did, and the
other because he did not perform the beautiful thing which
was commanded him. If he does the right thing and per-
forms the deeds of the prophet, and Allah commands
him to do a thing which he does not do, nor does he
do the opposite, then indeed he becomes immortal. The
rest of the Mu'tazilah condemned him for the three follow-
ing propositions. First, his statement that punishment is
deserved, even when not due to the actual deed. Secondly,
his claim that a double portion of the punishment is de-
erved, when a wrong thing is committed (for doing what
is wrong, and for not doing what is right). And thirdly,
his view that if he does the right thing, and is obedient just
as were the prophets, and yet fails to do one thing which
Allah commanded him, but at the same time does not do its
opposite, in that case he does not deserve eternal fire in hell.
About his view of the double portion of punishment, our
companions said that there must, according to this, be two
punishments; for example, in the case of adultery, one
. punishment is for adultery which is committed, and the
second because he failed to* do> that which was incumbent
on him, i. e., avoiding adultery. The same view holds re-
garding blasphemy, punishment, and drinking of wine.
172 They said that it also necessarily follows that two atone-
ments are incumbent upon him who breaks the fast in the
month of Ramadan, one for a breaking of the fast, which
necessitates atonement, and the other because he did not do
that which was incumbent on him, i. e., fasting and with-
holding from food. When ibn~al-Jubba'I saw the trend
that his conclusion was taking against him, because of these
heresies of his, he committed something still more hateful
than these heresies, in order to escape the necessity of two
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